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";_the FBI,
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Lang‘guths 12 (iuestlons
cand answers read like an:

By‘: GEORGE MORRIS

AFTER MORE than two, FBI press release. with theI contact,

mionths of silence on the! JFBI réport on the assassi- |
inounting evidence that Lee 'mation barved from release
Harvey Oswald was con- to the public until the.
necled with a U.S. under-
cover agency, the FBI ac~": has it,
cording to the New York " Bureau
Mimes, has denied that the- been

decides to do 80, |
s.pokc-smen have

feeding dope stories to :

nian  charged with kxllmg newsmen that Lee Oswald !

.alone was the killer, and had.:
1ts payroll.
The denial did not come -who killed Oéwald.
flom the FBI-officially, but. 1
m ‘a dispatch to the Sunday, ‘a trehash of the ma:vial already
,Jan .26 Times from Dallas. ,zl,‘fl?‘fd by the FBI and Dallas.,
»lll which Jack Langguth, the police — material that has not
‘"col respondent who' has been » as Langguth concedes, proved
ont .satxsfactory ‘public, amwers,”
u h‘; Story talf‘isz two 1(:01 “ and, we might ‘add, they havel
mns to answer perplex- = i fazt provoked new qucsuons,
Amy questlons about  the" _h.,u';pu fon and. distrust.
agsassination, ;7 Langguth

; Queqtlon No. 1' “Has OS- ' 'u"\.h‘xsnft Ihp[t)cll(:):;'n;ll:)ovcr, somc-|’
wald 'served at some perxod . “one in the Washington office, or
tas a paid informer for the ..
iFederal Burcau of Investlga-
:tion?” Langguth replies: . =

“A spokesman for that |
agency denied {oday that
‘Oswald was at any time ems/
'ployedby t_hc Bureau in that

fI‘rosmcnt Kcnnedy was on;

was, -

L doest’t think Oswald was on tht-,'

. FRI payroll? -
The FBIs tight - s\ecret ma-
- chinery is such that only’ the

“positively - verify if
synder his or ‘another name, was
iprhad been in ity service. i iows

‘capacity.” )
Langguth noted that .
“news paper and magazine®

‘articles have spnculaJ:ed that
Oswald was. in the service of:
mﬁltratmg Tleftist:

25 YEAR RE- REVIEW]

some local official in Dallas who.

.topmost authority in it~ could|.
Oswald, |,

¢oes mnot tell whoj -

£

It may be irue that technically | |

he was NOT on the FBI payroll.

The charge in the newspape: TS
and magazings that the Now
Yvérk Times fefers to. including
one Times dispalch out of Dalias,
suggesied that Oswald may have
heen with the FBI, the Central
Intelligence Agency, the “State

Department” (as a_Times st Or‘STAT

suggested) or with one of the
reactionary Cuban emigre groups
with  which Oswald m'lde

The Warren Commission has !
asked all U.S. departments to
check their files for any connec- |
tion with Oswald. Perhaps —:

. h
Warren Commission which ".and it is a big perhaps — the *

Warren probe will enlighten thc

| people on that score.

But Richard Starnes, the col-;
umnist, writing in the World-"
. Telegram, Dec. 3, under title.

L «Truth Won’t Out,” said that he"
‘no relation to Jack Ruby . did not recall, in his ycars of -

" experience as a reporter, uny -

' 1 instance when a government
Much of the Langguth piece is { agency would reveal any infor-

mation against -itself,

“Will the presence  on the
‘Banel  (Warren Commission) of
‘Allen Dulles, .
naster of . the "Central Inielh-’-
ence Agency, assure us that the,

uth of  Oswald’s sojourn in’ thev
Sovxet Union will ever be;
known?" asked Starnes. - -X
_ “The Russians suggest they
i'suspected him of being a -;py.
" Can any realistic person beheve.
‘any tentacle of the nation’s;
elephantme espionage appar atus.

‘will ;own - up- to. ever’ having’

Oawald on *its payroll?,

< ¢Iys not in the mnature of
bureaucracies ' to destfoy their
‘carefully / nurtured fables of!
-omniscierice. It would "be well
Lo bear mi_mind. and to. reraem=:

Gontinued
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erstwhile head-; .




